The two previous papers in this series (Russell, Whitwell, and Ryle, 1947 ;  Sutherland and Whitwell, 1948) contained analyses of sickness and accidents among factory employees which were of sufficient gravity to cause absence from work of at least one day. The records for two industrial organizations, with a total of about 5,000 employees in 1946, were studied. Such records probably yield a reasonably complete picture of illness among the workers. But they are very far from being a complete record of accidents. The majority of accidents occurring in a factory are relatively trivial, and the employee is able to return to work immediately after first-aid treatment, or at latest the following morning. None of these minor accidents figure in the records analysed previously. Yet a study of them is well worth while. It is often providential whether an accident is slight or serious, and so the circumstances surrounding the trivial accident can shed some light on the causes and prevention of the graver one.
Data
Arrangements were made with the same two factories which cooperated in 1946 for the recording of each accident occurring at work which was reported to the factory surgery or first-aid posts. The details were entered at the factory upon a specially designed form, and the completed records were sent to this Institute at frequent intervals. An analysis of the findings and a brief report were made monthly to the safety engineers. The collection of data was started in June, 1947 , and the present study reviews the main findings for the six months from July to December, 1947 This trend with age is quite different from that of sickness incidence rates, which were found in the earlier studies to be at a minimum in the age-group 25-34 and to rise steeply with increasing age, the rate at ages 55 and over being double the rate at ages 25-34. Fig. 1 illustrates the contrast between the incidence of sickness and of accidents in factory A.
This pattern in the accident rate is probably due not to a single factor, but to a variety. Any or all of the following influences may contribute: (a) Experience of the work; (b) the gradual hardening of the skin on the hands, which should protect workers to some extent from cuts and bruises (c) the development of a sense of responsibility; (d) the fuller reporting of accidents by the younger employees. These are not listed in any particular order; it would be hard to assess the relative importance of these or other suggested influences.
Day of Accident Table 4 shows the distribution of accidents according to the day of the week on which they occurred. In factory A Tuesday and Thursday 
2,978 2,314
Time of Accident The time of day when the accident occurred could not be recorded. However, the number of hours between the start of work and the reporting of the accident was obtainable, and it was hoped that this might give a rough indication of the effect of fatigue on the liability to accident. The figures are presented in Table 5 . They are complicated by the variations in working hours between different sections of each factory, and between different days of the week, but not sufficiently to obscure or to render invalid the contrast between morning and afternoon. It is clear that there is a much higher rate of reporting of accidents in the morning than in the afternoon. Taking into account the lengths of the normal working periods, the afternoon rate of reporting accidents is 30% lower in factory A and 39% lower in factory B than the corresponding rate Although at both factories every effort is made to encourage workers to report accidents on the day of occurrence, some are reported later. In factory A the percentage of the recorded accidents for which the reporting was delayed was 70 ; in factory B it was only 1.9.
Details of Injuries It was stated in the introductory paragraphs of this study that accidents causing absence from work on one complete day or more formed a very small proportion of the total accidents. The evidence for this statement is presented in Table 6 . Accidents causing at least one complete day's absence from work numbered only 16 (0 5% of the total) in factory A, and 24 (1 0% of the total) in factory B. There was no fatal accident in either factory during the period. 
In Table 7 are listed the commonest types of injury. The totals of injuries in Table 7 exceed the totals of accidents given in earlier tables because some accidents caused more than one injury. By far the most common injury was the cut finger, which accounted for approximately 35% of all injuries. Then followed bruised fingers, foreign body in the eye and foreign body in the finger, each type of injury accounting for 8 to 10% of all injuries. Cut hands accounted for about 5% and all the other groups were smaller still.
There were some interesting differences between the factories. For example, in factory A there were more instances of foreign bodies in the finger than of bruised fingers, whereas in factory B bruised fingers outnumbered foreign bodies in the finger by nearly 3 to 1. Again, cuts appear to have been proportionately rather commoner in factory B, with the marked exception of cut heads. Burns and scalds were also relatively more common in factory B, but this is because the work requires far more handling of hot materials than the work in factory A.
Sepsis
It has already been mentioned that 7% of the recorded accidents in factory A were not reported on the day of occurrence, compared with only 2% in factory B. The effect of the delay is apparent from the numbers of injuries which were presented septic to the surgery. Table 8 contains the data. In factory A 79 injuries were septic on arrival at the surgery, and this represents 38% of all the accidents reported after the day of occurrence. In factory B 11 injuries were presented septic, that is, 24% of all accidents not reported on the same day. It is apparent that the habit of prompt reporting in factory B has a substantial effect on the incidence of sepsis in that factory; whereas over 2.6% of accidents in factory A were presented septic, the figure for factory B was under 0'5%. December, 1947 . The average population of the factories was 4,285 (excluding staff).
2. The number of accidents reported was 5,292. In factory A the number per 100 employee-months was 14-5 for males and 8-9 for females. In factory B the rates were 494 and 49-1 respectively. The difference is undoubtedly due to the different types of work undertaken.
3. In each factory there was a definite pattern in the rates according to age, differing markedly from the age-pattern of sickness rates. They were high for the youngest workers and dropped, at first rapidly and then more slowly, with increasing age.
4. The rate of reporting accidents was greater during morning than afternoon hours, suggesting that with a 9-hour day (approximately) the necessity for adaptation to work at the beginning of the day causes more accidents than fatigue at the end.
5. The types of injury are analysed. 6. In factory A 7% of the recorded accidents were reported later than the day of occurrence, and 2-6% were septic when reported. In factory B the corresponding figures were only 2% and 0 5%.
